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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (ZBA DISK#3-053085.FD)

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING
: AREA VARIANCES

TRADE AUTO/ART GLYNN

WHEREAS, ART GLYNN, d/b/a TRADE AUTO, located at 68 Walsh
Road, New Windsor, N.Y. 12553, has made application before the
Zoning Board of Appeals for an extension or remodeling of a
structure used for a nonconforming use and, in addition, for the
following area variances: 23,604 s.f. lot area, 50 ft. lot width
and 18.4 ft. side yard for construction of a spray paint booth
at the above location in a PI zone; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 24th day of June,
1991 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New
Windsor, New York; and

WHEREAS, Art Glynn and Mr. Low, the owners of the
above-mentioned commercial business, appeared with their
surveyor, William Hildreth L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth, in
support of the application; and

WHEREAS, there were no spectators attending the public
hearing; and

WHEREAS, the application was unopposed; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter:

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The
Sentinel, also as required by law.

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission
to add a spray paint booth to his commercial body shop in a PI
zone in order to paint automobiles and the applicant is seeking
permission to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot area,
lot width and side yard with regard to the proposed addition.

3. The evidence presented by the applicant indicated that
the Zoning Board of Appeals on 6/19/67 granted a prior owner of
this property a use variance to operate an auto body shop on the
site. Thus the applicant's present use of the property as an
auto body shop constitutes a nonconforming use, permitted by
virtue of the previously granted use variance.

4. The applicant seeks permission to extend or remodel the
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structure used for this nonconforming use pursuant to the
provisions of Zoning Local Law Section 48-24(B)(3), and also
seeks three area variances, in connection with a proposal to
install a commercially built spray booth which will be located
inside an addition to applicant's building in the PI zone.

5. The evidence presented by the applicant further ,
indicated that the proposed spray booth would improve upon the
present operation at the site by discharging filtered air, which
will decrease industrial emissions, and benefit the public and
applicant's employees' health.

6. The evidence presented by the applicant also indicated
. that, although spray booths of this nature are not presently
required by the DEC, proposed environmental regulations may some
day make such spray booths mandatory.

7. The applicant has filed the required short
environmental assessment form in connection with his
application.

8. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor
has declared itself an involved agency in regard to the review
of the applicant's request to extend or remodel a structure used
for a nonconforming use, on the assumption that the Planning
Board of the Town of New Windsor ultimately will declare itself
lead agency in regard to the proposed construction by the
applicant.

9. The 2Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor
has reviewed the short environmental assessment form prepared by
the applicant and has heard no one speak in opposition to the
proposal at the granting of this request to extend or remodel a
structure used for a nonconforming use, and will not result in
any significant adverse environmental impact, and consequently
has made a negative declaration under SEQRA for the request to
extend or remodel a structure used for a nonconforming use.

10. Based upon the evidence presented, and the Board's
familiarity with the applicant's property and the surrounding
are, it is the finding of this Board that the applicant's
proposal to extend or remodel a structure used for a
nonconforming use is a request for an extension not exceeding
30% of its ground floor area existing at -the time of the
construction or use of the structure, pursuant to the previously
granted use variance, and it is the further finding of this
Board that:

(a) Practical difficulties prevail in operating the
premises or structures in the presently existing
nonconforming manner and that the proposed extension or
remodeling would constitute reasonable adjustment of the
existing nonconforming use, since the applicant stated that
he would have to relocate his business to another site if the



’ . .

proposed extension or remodeling was not permitted.

(b) The proposed extension will not have a deleterious
effect on the neighborhood of the existing nonconforming use
since it will reduce industrial emissions and have little or
no deleterious effect on traffic safety, nuisance
characteristics, manner of operation, total ground area
covered by the structure, and the appearance and condition of
the premises.

(c) The proposed extension or remodeling will not be more
incompatible with or adversely alter the model and character
of the neighborhood and neighborhood structures, nor
prejudice the value of adjoining properties, since the same
will not be readily visible from adjoining properties.

(d) Adequate or on-site parking and loading space will be
provided for all potential users, since not all available
parking is being used at the present time. ,

(e) The proposed extension or remodeling will not unduly
restrict fire and police protection of the premises and of
surrounding properties, in the light of the approval of the
proposal by Robert F. Rodgers, CCA, Fire Inspector.

11. It is the further finding of this Board that the
applicant has made a sufficient showing of practical difficulty
and entitle him to the grantiny of the requested area variances.

12. The applicant has shown significant economic injury
from the application of the bulk requirements to the subject
property since the applicant would be required to relocate the
business to another site in order to install the spray booth if
the requested variances were denied. Since the installation of
the spray booth benefits the environment, and may be required in
the future, it would be uneconomic to continue operation at the
site without such a spray booth only to relocate to a new site
in the future then the requirement is imposed.

13. The applicant has also shown that the spray booth
cannot be located on the lot without some bulk variances, and
that larger variances would be required if the booth were
located in any alternate locations.

14. The requested variances are not substantial in
relation to the required bulk regulations since the property
previously has been granted a use variance for operation of an
auto body shop and the requested extensions or remodeling of the
present structure constitutes a reasonable adjustment of the
applicant's right to continue to make use of the property for
the existing nonconforming use.

15. The requested variances will not result in substantial
detriment to adjoining properties or change the character of the
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~ 16. The requested variances w1ll produce no effect on the
‘population den51ty or governmental facilltles. :

17.. There is no other feasible method avallable to o
“applicant -which can produce the. necessary results other than the
i,varlance procedure.,@,, , e L ,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT.

_ RESOLVED, that the Zonlng Board of Appeals of the Town of
New Windsor approves the extension or remodeling of the.
applicant's structure used for a nonconformlng use, and in
‘addition GRANTS (1) 23,604 s.f. lot area; (2) 50 ft. lot width
and (3) 18.4 ft. side yard variances sought by applicant in
accordance with plans filed with the Building Inspector and
_presented at the public hearing.

BE IT FURTHER,

RESODVED that the Secretary of the Zonlng Board of Appeals
‘of the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to
the Town Clerk, Town Planning Board and applicant.

Dated: July 22, 1991.
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TRADE AUTO:

Wllllam Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas and Hlldreth came
‘before the Board representlng this proposal.

_BY MR.;FENWICK., This is . a. request for area
variances. Number one, 23,604 square feet lot area.
Number two, 50 foot lot width and number three, 18.4
foot side yard to expand spray paint shop on Walsh
Road in PI zone.

BY MR. HILDRETH: Also the applicant, Mr. Glynn, and
Mr. Low are here also. The first items are the
requested items from the previous meeting, title
policy and deed. I have three pictures. They are
‘numbered one, two and three. And if you can see the
numbers there, I don't know how well they came out.
This is number one here, standing across the street.
Number three here and number two looking at the back
where the addition is going to go. I'm not a
professional photographer, please forgive the
noncentered aspects of the pictures.

BY MS. BARNHART: I sent out on June 13, 1991, I sent
38 addressed envelopes out and that was how many was
on the list.

BY MR. HILDRETH: I had one return came back
yesterday undelivered. There's always one.

BY MR. LUCIA: Mr. Hildreth, your title policy refers
to a couple of easements. I assume although it
doesn't state, they're utility easements?

BY MR. HILDRETH: They were not part of that.

BY MR. LUCIA: Is there anything to your knowledge if
this Board votes to grant you the variance, that
would prevent you based on the record title from
constructing a building that you propose here?

BY MR. HILDRETH: None to my knowledge. As you said
one of them may have been utilities. This is a
service wire coming from a pole across the street.
It only services these buiidings. It's not like it
serves another one, but maybe there was something on
that and that's it. There's nothing else, no
easements on the property.
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BY MR. HILDRETH: This application before the Board
is for a group of area variances, it's for the
construction of a spray paint booth'which would be an
addition to an existing garage. This is a currently
an existing nonconforming use. Which was granted a
variance in 1967, with no bulk restrictions or no
bulk tables assigned to it. Which is why the
Planning Board referred it here. The square footage,
760 square feet, is less than 30 percent expansion,
which would be allowed if it were conforming use, so
it falls under the 30 percent there. So what we're
asking for is variances for lot area, since the lot
was nonconforming in area to begin with and we're
increasing the building coverage. Side yards, total
side yard is decreasing because of the construction,
so we're asking for the variance there. The nearest
building corner, the variance we need, we're not
increasing or we're not making it any worse, but
since it's there and it's nonconforming, that's part
of the variance. What was the third one, on lot
width. The lot width is only 100 feet. We require
50 feet so we need a 50 foot variance there. Those
are it, bulk items only. The practical difficulty
that they currently spray inside the existing
building and this new unit that they are using is a
self contained, would that be the best way to explain
it?

BY MR. ART GLYNN: My name is Art Glynn, I'm one of
the owners of the building there. What we are asklng
to do is to put a structure up to contain a
commercially built spray booth, which Bill has a
picture of there. They can pass that around. This
unit that we are going to put inside the addition has
its own heat and air makeup exchanger unit with it so
we just want to house it, to keep the weather off it
is all. 1It's not a unit that can stand outside and
withstand the weather.

BY MR. FENWICK: Has been reviewed by the fire
department. Do you know?

BY MR. HILDRETH: I don't know if it's been initialed
as it were. The Planning Board has seen it. I
believe that they refer copies. I don't know what -
the end result is. Bearing that the Planning Board,
you know, happy with it when they sent it here but
they knew that it had to go through the varlous
procedures. :
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TRADE AUTO:

William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth came
before the Board representing this proposal.

,BY'MR.iFENWICK., This is a request for area
variances. Number one, 23,604 square feet lot area.
Number two, 50 foot lot width and number three, 18.4
foot side yard to expand spray paint shop on Walsh
Road in PI zone.

BY MR. HILDRETH: Also the applicant, Mr. Glynn, and
Mr. Low are here also. The first items are the
requested items from the previous meeting, title
policy and deed. I have three pictures. They are
numbered one, two and three. And if you can see the
numbers there, I don't know how well they came out.
This ‘is number one here, standing across the street.
Number three here and number two looking at the back
where the addition is going to go. . I'm not a
professional photographer, please forgive the
noncentered aspects of the pictures. '

BY MS. BARNHART: I sent out on June 13, 1991, I sent
38 addressed envelopes out and that was how many was
on the list.

BY MR. HILDRETH: I had one return came back
'yesterday undelivered. There's always one.

BY MR. LUCIA: Mr. Hildreth, your title policy refers
to a couple of easements. I assume although it
doesn't state, they're utility easements?

BY MR. HILDRETH: They were not part of that.

BY MR. LUCIA: Is there anything to your knowledge if
this Board votes to grant you the variance, that
would prevent you based on the record title from
constructing a building that you propose here?

BY MR. HILDRETH: None to my knowledge. As you said
one of them may have been utilities. This is a
service wire coming from a pole across the street.
It only services these buildings. It's not like it
serves another one, but maybe there was something on
that and that's it. There's nothing else, no
easements on the property.




56

BY MR. TORLEY: And we have a signed plan someplace
from the Planning Board? '

BY MR. HILDRETH: This has to go back for their
approval. We are here for the variance 1n order to
~get the Plannlnq Board approval. '

BY MR. TORLEY: We just want to make sure that we're
looking at the same map.

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's what the Planning Board is
looking at, yes, this is the one that was referred by
the Planning Board back in March or April.

BY MR. FENWICK: Do we know if we got-ah initialed or
signed copy?

BY MR. HILDRETH: You get them, I don't get them. I
have in my file the sheet that Mike filled out, this
one, but as far as an initialed plan --

BY Mr. TORLEY: The reason we do this is to make sure

BY MR. FENWICK: We do have a signed copy.

BY MR. LUCIA: Just a referral by Carl or Mark. I
noticed the file doesn't have a signed application.
Maybe we can have you or the owners sign one of them.
And also page two of the short form EAF, either
doesn't exist or wasn't copied. We could use that
also.

BY MR. HILDRETH: You have got my file copy, wait
just a second. The day I sat in your office, I had
copies and I bet a kept the one that I wanted.to give
to you. I don't believe that. I don't see another
one here. All right, we can have them sign it
tonight. He's got to sign, that's it. You guys can
fill out the dates and everything else.

BY MR. LUCIA: Here's a short form EAF, he can
complete the back of that also.

BY MR. HILDRETH: There's nothlng we have to do on
the back, so what we'll do is have him sign this and
substitute. I apologlze for the delay in that
regard. Shall I recap for the record?

BY MR. FENWICK: Yes.
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BY MR. HILDRETH: This application before the Board
is for a group of area variances, it's for the _
construction of a spray paint booth which would be an
addition to an existing garage. This is a currently
an existing nonconforming use. Which was granted a
variance in 1967, with no bulk restrictions or no
bulk tables assigned to it. Which is why the
Planning Board referred it here. The square footage,
760 square feet, is less than 30 percent expansion,
which would be allowed if it were conforming use, so
it falls under the 30 percent there. So what we're
asking for is variances for lot area, since the lot
was nonconforming in area to begin with and we're
increasing the building coverage. Side yards, total
side yard is decreasing because of the construction,
so we're asking for the variance there. The nearest
building corner, the variance we need, we're not
increasing or we're not making it any worse, but
since it's there and it's nonconforming, that's part
of the variance. What was the third one, on lot
width. The lot width is only 100 feet. We require
50 feet so we need a 50 foot variance there. Those
are it, bulk items only. The practical difficulty
that they currently spray inside the existing
building and this new unit that they are using is a
self contained, would that be the best way to explain
it?

BY MR. ART GLYNN: My name is Art Glynn, I'm one of
the owners of the building there. What we are asking
to do is to put a structure up to contain a
commercially built spray booth, which Bill has a
picture of there. They can pass that around. This
unit that we are going to put inside the addition has
its own heat and air makeup exchanger unit with it so
we just want to house it, to keep the weather off it
is all. It's not a unit that can stand outside and
withstand the weather.

BY MR. FENWICK: Has been reviewed by the fire
department. Do you know?

BY MR. HILDRETH: I don't know if it's been initialed
as it were. The Planning Board has seen it. I
believe that they refer copies. I don't know what
the end result is. Bearing that the Planning Board,
you know, happy with it when they sent it here but
they knew that it had to go through the various

procedures.
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BY MR. GLYNN: We are currently spraying in an
approved spray booth, which was built when the
"building was built which comes down to a block outlet
on our building with no heat that we just draw the
heat from the building to heat up the booth to paint
the cars. The unit that we're purchasing is a U.L.
approved and does contain a sprinkler system in it,
so it's --

BY MR. FENWICK: The only concern I had was how much
closer to the side yard, usually something that the
fire marshall usually addresses access to the rear of
the building and makes sure that they can get out.

BY MR. HILDRETH: Even though we are coming closer to
the side yard, the distance that remains exceeds the
minimum side yard of 15 feet for one side for this
particular bulk table away, that was assigned to this
nonconforming use.

BY MR. TORLEY: 18 feet, there's plenty to get a
truck back there?

BY MR. HILDRETH: Yes, they have applied the 15 40
side yard and we are leaving over, a little over 18.

BY MR. FENWICK: This 1is filtered fumes or filtered
to the outside?

BY MR. GLYNN: Air filter coming in and air filter
coming out.

BY MR. FENWICK: One of the concerns that happened
over there before was let's say across the street
down the way and they were painting and the fumes
were driving the people crazy and --

BY MR. GLYNN: In an effort we're pretty much in
touch with the requlations, we're in the auto body
association with what's coming down in probably
another year with the DEC, it's going to be a

- mandated requirement of all body shops to maintain
and have an operating spray booth for air being
discharged, that it's filtered. 1In an effort to get
a jump on things, we had an opportunity last August
to purchase a one year old spray booth because they
are about $50,000. We got a good buy. We went ahead
and purchased it and now of course would like to get
it up and operating. :

————————— - - -
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BY MR. TORLEY: This actually will decrease any
industrial emission from the site?

BY MR. GLYNN: Absolutely.

BY MR. FINNEGAN: No smell, where's the excess gases
off the paint? Where's that being filtered to?

BY MR. GLYNN: 1It's filtered, it's a fiberglass type
filter system that it's a mesh that, so that actual
solid particles cling to that. There's going to be
some residual vapor, which is impossible at that
point unless you go to California emissions.
California emissions require after burners which is
something down the pike, may be required which is
something that can be added to the booth which burns
remaining emission.

BY MR. TORLEY: Having the spray booth in place will
be a benefit for the public health?

BY MR. GLYNN: Absolutely, and it will benefit my
“painters.

BY MR. FINNEGAN: 1Is it similar to Econo?

BY MR. GLYNN: Exactly, Michael Biggs has one, Econo
has one.

BY MR. HILDRETH: Other than outlining those
variances and stating that the practical difficulty
is there, there's no other place to put this except
here that would -- any other -- let me back up and
say it this way. Any other position would demand
greater variance because of the existing conditions
of the lot. A variance is required and that's the
least impact.

BY MR. FENWICK: Photo number two, that's the back
looking at, that's where that car is tipped up in the
front?

BY MR. HILDRETH: Right. What I wish I had done was
face the camera a little farther to the right and
caught it back here because what he's got is a
through and through door where he can prep the doors
and come right out and zip them right into here.
That's another thing that adds to the position here.
It's good for circulation in terms of taking the cars
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from preparation and pufting them right in the paint
booth.

BY MR. FENWICK: That was the only question I had.
They are going to go take a look at that at the
Planning Board, I'm sure, anyway.

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's why 1 would like it back.

BY MR. FENWICK: Before we proceed any further we
"have been notified by the Orange County Department of
Planning and Development through careful scrutiny and
really intensive search into the site they said
there's no significant community or countywide
concerns to bring to your attention and it's listed
for local determination. And it's signed by
somebody's name I can't read. I had a tough time
reading that with a straight face. Anything else?

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's all I have.

BY MR. FENWICK: 1I'll, for the record, there's no one
here in the public in reference to this case. At
this time, I'll close the public hearing.

BY MR. LUCIA: Just couple other questions I'd like
to ask Bill, if I can. Could you just guickly explain
to the Board the significant economic injury the
applicant would suffer from stringent application of
the ordinance to this lot? How he would be affected
economically.

BY MR. HILDRETH: He'd have to relocate his business.

BY MR. LUCIA: Okay, there's no physical way to put
this paint booth on the lot without a variance, is
that correct?

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's correct.

BY MR. LUCIA: And could he not operate this business
without a paint booth to meet environmental
standards, is that correct?

BY MR. HILDRETH: - The environmental standards at this
point as I understand it aren't an issue, but he's
got a better feel anl apparently they may become
shortly some would have had to do it eventually and
it's either a choice of asklng for the variance or
moving the bu51ness.




BY MR. LUCIA: In addition to the area variances, I

" take it this is an application under 4824B3 for an
“extension or remodellng of a nonconformlng use, not
to exceed 30 percent of the ground floor area
existing at the time of the previously granted or
prev1ously granged variance. We have already touched
on practical difficulties. Is it the applicant's
"position if the variance is granted, that constitutes
a reasonable adjustment of the existing nonconforming

use based on the significant economic injury?
- BY MR. HILDRETH: Absolutely.

BY MR. LUCIA: Will this have deleterious effect on
the neighborhood of the existing nonconforming use?

BY MR. HILDRETH: As a matter of fact, as we just
stated, it will be a positive effect due to the
improvement of the —--

BY MR. LUCIA: Be less of a nuisance?

BY MR. HILDRETH: I was going to say yes, I was going
to use the word --

BY MR. TORLEY: Reduces industrial emissions.

BY MR. HILDRETH: I was going to say effluent, but
we're not talking about sewage.

BY MR. LUCIA: This will not be any more incompatible
with the neighborhood than the use is presently?

BY MR. HILDRETH: It will not, because it's behind
the building. I don't think, as you drive by, you're
going to know . it's there, and there's nothing else
around here off site that can see that building.

BY MR. LUCIA: You do not anticipate it would "
prejudice the value of ‘adjoining properties?

BY MR. HILDRETH: No, I do not.
BY MR. LUCIA: Does this affect the adequacy of on
site parking and loadlng space for all users of the

property?

BY MR. HILDRETH: He utilizes the entire space, as it
is for parking. There's no parking requirements that
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I'm aware of. The Planning Board, you know, didn't
specify and I don't think there is. Obviously, he's
willing to give up 760 square feet, as you can see by
the pictures. There's only one car there anyway at
the time.

BY MR. LUCIA: He's not using that for parking or
loading?

BY MR. HILDRETH: No.

BY MR. LUCIA: And does this proposed extension or
remodeling unduly restrict fire and police protection
of the premises and the surrounding properties?

BY MR. HILDRETH: Not to my knowledge.

BY MR. LUCIA: This becomes like a site plan approval
because of the way the ordinance is worded. That's
the reason we touched on some issues we don't usually
touch on, thank you, Mr. Hildreth.

BY MR. HILDRETH: You're welcome.

BY MR. FENWICK: Also, these questions make it easier
one way or the other because there's another way
which is, you know, not getting the variance, but we
have to write it, it has to be written in a normal
decision like this here which becomes law for your
piece of property.

BY MR. HILDRETH: I realize that the question and
answers are all going to be part of the decision.

BY MR. FENWICK: So if there's no more comments from
the members of the Board, any more comments from the
audience cr the owners of the property? At this
time, I'll close the public hearing and I will ask
for a motion to grant the variance.

BY MR. TANNER: I'll make a motion we grant the
variance on this piece of property as shown on the
drawing. '

BY MR. FINNEGAN: I'll second it.

ROLL CALL:

Torleyé’ AYe.




Finnegan:

“Tanner:

 _Fenwick:

Aye.
-Aye.

- Aye.
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PRELIMINARY MEETING: TRADE AUTO

MR. KONKOL: This is referred by the Planninag Board.
Request for expansion of pre-existing nonconforming
use on Walsh Road to ex:rand to spray paint shop in
PI zone. ' ‘

Mr. William Hildreth, P.E. of Grevas & Hildreth ccme
before the Board representing this proposal.

MR. KONKOL: For the record, would you state your.
name and what your position is in this matter?

MR. HILDRETH: My name is William Hildreth and I am
the Vice President in the firm of Grevas & Hildreth
and I represent Mr. Glynn who is the owner of Trade
Auto.

MR. KONKOL: Tell the Board what your intentions here
are tonight.

MR, HILDRETH: If I may pass around & couvle plans

here first if that's useful. The bodv shop is richt
next to Mid-Hudson Oxyagen. This provertv was aranted
a use variance in 1967. I have a coov of it here that
I'1l submit. In granting tha*% variance, the Zonino
Board of Eppoeals at the time did not impnse anv bulk
recgulations. They just aranted the use of the nronertv
that use at the time. t's.5till the same use. "hat
this is is just an expansion bhecause he wants to »ut

a spray booth on. However, the Planning Board had to
refer to the Zoning Roard of Appeals for bulk variance.
Well, thev didn't kXnow what bulks to apnlv hecause

it's in a residential zone and it's a commercial use.
So, that's whv I'm here to discuss that and set it uv
for a public hearing if the Board so desires.

MR, KONKOL: Explain Andv's letter nlease Dan.

MR. LUCIA: Andy wrote a fairly lencthv letter and
aside from the change in the law which he recommends,
the situation the applicant finds himself in is that
he's presenting an application that has the tvpoical
existing dimensions on it and what he's proposing but
he's not sure what to do for the requirements and
2ndy proposes and I aaqree with him that he has to
show whatever is mandated by the zone at oresent.
Normally, the Zoning Roard of Appeals in arentinc a
variance would not set specific bulk tables. You
would just grant a variance for the use which is what
thevy have done. I understand this is under 23N%, so

-3
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he's going--~

MR. HILDRETH: That's correct.

MR. LUCIA: This application is not really a use

~variance, it's under Section 48-24B3 of the code

which is the provision regarding extension of non-
conforming use, not exceeding 30% and the Zoning
Board of Appeals can grant that upon a finding of
practical difficulty so it's treated even though it
has to do with use, it's treated really as an area
variance. But, I think probably we should have the
map amended at least to show what the, it's presently
zoned for since those still are the bulk requirements
for the zone and grant the variance up to 30% based
on the section.

MR. HILDRETH: Problem is I see it in that zone there
are like 11 or 14 different uses.

MR. LUCIA: None of which are close.

MR. HILDRETH: Not only that, some of them have different
bulks. .

MR. LUCIA: Mike, do you have a feelina for what's the
closest use to this just have him indicate somethina
for required on his map?

‘MR. BABCOCK: No. Like Bill savs, it's a‘wide varietv

there.

MR. HILDRETH: Pick one, vou know, that's all I cot
to do is just have something to applv acainst.

MR. BABCOCK: Depedding on which one vou pick, it's
going to change the amount of percentace of variance
that you need.

MR. TORLEY: This is an R-47?

MR. NUGENT: No, PI.

- MR. PETRO: Is the spray booth already in the building?

MR. HILDRETH: Ne, not--well, I wish he was here, T
think he does sprav work but he wants to confine it.
It's a package deal that he needs that square footace
to enclose it in. It's got an air filtration svstem,
it's state of the art. I wish he was here. I can't
speak to the spray booth.
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MR. TORLEY' thch bulk table are we giving the side

‘'yard variance from9'

MR. BABCOCK: Possibly we can look at the plan and
this is definitely for the Board's review but the

side yards: rlght now is - 33 foot 6 1nches.7 In my
opinion, since it was qranted a varlance and it' s

been there since 1967, that would be a legal standard.
So, possibly he's looklng for the difference between
that and what he's encroaching. You know you have a
nonconforming use of 33 foot 6 inches. You can maintain
the 33 foot 6 inches: but you can't get closer so
there's a possibility that he needs relief between the
difference of 33'6" and 18'1" and then also-if he aives
us the dimensions of the back yard setback of the
existing building, the difference between that and

the 48'3"--

MR. LUCIA: That's entirely logical, the circle we

cgo around in all the time is that this Board's feelino
has always been that it remains in the ~one that it'
in recardless of the useadce so while I aonreciate

your position and I understand why we can use that as
a standard, I think in other applications, this Board
has, they seem to like to stick with whatever the
requirements of the or the hulk tables are within the
zone. I'll leave it up to the Board.

MR. NUGENT: There's nothince that's close. Is that

what we are having ‘a problem with? There's ncthina

that's close to a bodv shop.

MR. LUCIA: Yot in a PI, reallv.

MR. HILDRETH: That's whv they need the use variance.

MR. BABCOCK: He's goinc to need an area variance and

if vou use any one of the reguirements in the PI =zone,
think I would be easv so that he's coinc to need a

variance from every standard that is set in there.

MR. HILDRETH: Sguare footace, lot width, the whole
shabang. '

MR. BABCOCK: Lot width, front yard, rear vard.

R, LUCIA: The smallest lot area would be 47,911
square feet and runs on up to 25 acres so he's not

~goino to be close under anvth1na

MR, KONKQL: He's goinq:to have tofddme back at
another preliminarv with the specifiecs.
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MR. NUGENT: Exactly what he's asking for.
MR. HILDRETH: I was hoping to--

MR. KONKOL: We are not going to pass this around
tonight and try to say what you need. You're going
to have to get with the Building Inspector and find
out what vou need and come back.

MR. NUGENT: We should give him some direction as
to what part of the bulk table to go.

MR. KONKOL: PI.
MR. NUGENT: Eleven (]1) things.

MR. TORLEY: They range'fromA15 side vard to 100, 290
side vard depending on which line.

MR. KONKOL: Can you help us in that situation?

MR. LUCIA: 1It's just coino to be a matter of a quess
as to the use. Certainly, there are businesses which
combined with office space I presume he's agot an
office in there besides the business now, reallv it's
a shotgun tvpe thing.

MR, TORLEY: Try 15. Since this is basicallv a naint
shoo, maybe close, the closest one.

MR. BABCOCK: Do we have to consider this a nonconforrina
use in light that it wasn't there before zonina?

MR. LUCIZ: It's nonconforrina to the present zoninc,
regardless of how it cot to be that way. In this case,
it's a lecal use because of a previouslv cranted
variance but it's still doesn't conform to what that
zone now reguires for uses so we reallv are hound to
the position Andy takes and I aaree with him.

MR. HILDRETH: Cores down to reqﬁestinq hulk variances.

MR. BABCOCK: The way I read it is that it has to
exist on the effective local date of the local code
which is '66. This didn't exist until '67 so it's a
year later than what the code really savs but it's
nonconforming, doesn't belong there.

MR. LUCIA: Richt but it is nonconforming hv virtue of
a variance rather than pre-existing code.

MR. B2BCOCK: Okay.
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MR. LUCIA: Fifteen (15) is as good a choice as any.

MR. HILDRETH: Okay, that's really what I came for
tonight. I'm prepared to bring a plan back with that
bulk table on it showzng the amounts of variance I need.
Would that still require another preliminary?

MR. KONKOL: Yes because you're going to have to come
back with figures because it's been the experience of
this Board not to have it hashed out the night of the
public hearing.

MR. LUCIA: You might also check against the 30% now
that you have specxflc standards if that bulk bumps
vou over, you're asking for a use variance instead.

MR. HILDRETH: 1It's less than 30% of the current

building size that's why I thoucht it was less than
30% expansion so that would be true no matter what.

MR. LUCIZA: You're right, okav.

MR. TORLEY: What about developmental coverace? Do
vou have a problem with that?

MR. HILDRETH: Depending on what the lines are on
that.

MR. TORLEY: 1It's a vaved lot, looks like it's 19n%.

MR. EILDRETH: I can crunch those numbers later. I
didn't mean to take up vour time.

MR. TORLEY: I just *hOuCﬁL somethinc else vou micht
want to bear in mind.

4MR. BEBCOCK: It's very simple. We'll just nut what
he's required, what he has and what variance he needs
and we'll use 15.

MR. HILDRETH: Okav, line 15. Mike, I'll cet tocether
with you just to make sure I have done the riaht
numbers.

MR. BABCOCK: 2nd I'll send a new set of this to Pat
and I don't see whv vou can't he on the next aagenda.

MR. TANNER: I move we table this.

MR. FINNEGAN: 1I'll second it.
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ROLL CALL:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Torley
Finnegan
Petro
Konkol
Tanner
Nugent

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
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ZONING BOARD OF N N . o . -
February 25, 1991 : : . ,
AGENDA :

7:30 p.m. - ROLL CALL

»Motlcn to- accept mlnutes of 1/14/91 ani 1/28/91 as written.

i3 ﬁrebuEPRELIMINARY MEETING: , »'~' - S

A~iS : T T .

o PETVEP 17 TRADE AUTO ~ Referred by Plannlng Board. ‘Request for

" expansion of pre-existing non-conformlng use on Walsh Road to

expand to spray paint shop in PI zone. Present: William
r_M/Fh(Hildreth P. E. and Art Glynn.

BLAC ﬂeAf'f’i.. AUGUST ASSOCS. - Request for 184.50 s.f sign variance to be
located at intersection of Temple Hill Rd./ Union Avenue (Rent .
All Center) in a PI zone. Present: Mr. Eugene Lois.

5 LETVEN o
P PUBLIC HEARINGS:
Sirc HERL I 5 , : S - ,

3. LUGO, PEDRO - Request for use and (1) 29,208 s.f. lot area,
(2) 80 ft. lot width, (3) 18 ft. side yard and (4) 18.6 ft.

building helght variances to construct 51ngle family residential
dwelling in PI zone.

PPROLED 4. 'MANS, LOURENS -~ Request for area variance to construct garage
in front portion of property - Sec. 48-14(4) Supplemental Yard
Regs. for property located on Shore Drive in R-4 zone.

fleye ) 5. EVANS, JOHN S. - Request for use varlance o construct a
commerc1al building in an R-4 zone and (1) 5,000 s.f. lot area,
(2) 8 ft. sideyard, (3) 35 ft. rear yard, (4) 1,000 s.f. minimum

livable area and (5) 65% developmental coverage. Present:
William Hildreth, P.E.

FORMAL DECISION: (1) BABCOCK

 PAT - 565-8550 (O)
562-7107 (H)



izouxus BOARD ' OF APPEALS e o
REGULAR SESSION : o o R o

MARCH 11, 1991
‘tinzvxszn AGENDA."
.fMotion to adopt minutes of 2/25/91 meeting lf avallable.
' ;rRELIMINARY MEETING. , , 7
57‘7 R4 RAMOS 'DAVID - Request for 8 ft. sideYaédivariance,to

_&ﬂf construct a garage addition to residential dwelling located at 85
£k ﬁ’_ Keats Drlve in an R-4 zone. ,

‘TuWFﬁfz.v TRADE AUTO - Second Prellmlnary - Referred by Planning Board

‘#Li¢ - .Request for expansion of pre-exlstlng non-conforming use on Walsh

-AP/&? ‘"Road to expand to spray paint shop in PI zone. William Hildreth,
L. S. and Art Glynn.

PU’BLIC HEARING:

A0 peerM8Y [ LUGO, PEDRO ~ Request for use and (1) 29,208 s.f. lot area,

=5 DEC. (2) 80 ft. lot width, (3) 18 ft. side yard and (4) 18.6 ft.

PPROVED bufilding helght variances to construct 51ngle famlly residential
elling in PI zone.

* * - *

FORMAL DECISIONS: (1) BABCOCK ) _ o
(2) MANS___ DP“C‘ A

T
(4) PAIGE - TELEPHONE VOTE TAKEN PREVIOUSLY -ApfLoceD
Note: Concerning Tri-Fam appllcatlon for mining permlt klndly

return all paperwork distributed to you before the last meetlng
through Dan Bloom's:office. Thank you.

PAT 565-8550 (0O)
562-7107 (H)
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! OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
U ORANGE COUN'I’Y NY .

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 90 -4'7 . DATE: 25 Yan. 1991

APPLICANT: ARt G—l}ann Revised 3lslai
. 3 =-q97
of walﬁh HVQ. 6‘7; iogﬁ PuBLic. HEREIMS

Nﬁg& [Ah'[!glﬁgg;, [M.i,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED 2{ OL‘J' 1990

FOR (SUBBEVFSTION - SITE PLAN)

rocated Ar_Noriheast Side  \Wolsh Rd.
zoNE_ PT

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 9 BLOCK: | LOT: 40
See Atoched letter - Memd  From P.R. Qr'HDrDe/u

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS:

L RERRRRRAARARRRARRRRRRRAR ERTr

”
PLANNING BO C'BAIRMAN




o PROPOSED OR VARIANCE
REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST

ZONE P T USE A 1s

MIN. LOT AREA Y0 000 ]lp,?ﬁl‘, : 3;, LOY

MIN. LOT WIDTH \50 100 50

REQ'D FRONT YD o) _St.3b e
EXT.

REQ'D SIDE YD. 1S 3.5

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. 40 21 L 1£.4

REQ'D REAR YD. 20 4yg 3 —

REQ'D FRONTAGE Mf A

MAX. BLDG. HT. - ‘ il

FLOOR AREA RATIO 10 24 S

MIN. LIVABLE AREA N /,9 — —

DEV. COVERAGE M[ﬁ % — % R

0/S PARKING SPACES

APPLICANT. IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT:
{914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD
OF APPEALS.

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE
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ANDREW S. KRIEGER
ATTORNEY AT LAW
219 QUASSAICK AVENUE
SQUIRE SHOPPING CENTER. SUITE 3
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

(914) 562-2333

December 5, 1990

MEMORANDUM
TO: Hon. Carl Scheifer and Planning Board Members
FROM: Andrew S. Krieger, Esqg.

Planning Board Attorney
SUBJECT: Trade Auto and Mid Hudson Air Products Site Plans

At the November 28, 1990 meeting of the Planning Board, the
Planning Board asked me to research and render an opinion
with respect to the above referenced site plans.

Pursuant to that request,I have addressed 3 questions.

1. Where a previous use variance has been granted
and no new Bulk Tables were specified by the ZBA
at the time the variance was granted and the
applicant now seeks site plan approval to expand
that varied use, what Bulk Tables should be
shown on the site plan?

2. Under those circumstances, does an applicant
need a further variance from the ZBA for the
expansion?

3. What Bulk Tables are to be used and is a variance
required where the existing use is a pre-existing
non-conforming use?

With respect to both applications, it appears that the site
plan map should contain Bulk Tables showing the requirements
for that zone as it exists then showing the existing con-
ditions with a note indicating that these conditions exist
pursuant to either a variance with its date of approval or
to a pre-existing non-confirming use. Lastly, the Bulk
Tables should show the proposed conditions. All three items
should be shown on the Bulk Tables with the appropriate note.

o ——— -
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With respect to the necessity for ZBA approval, it appears’
that in both cases the sites and buildings in question are
covered under sections 48-24 and 48-25 of the New Windsor
Code. A review of those sections shows that no distinction
has been made between buildings or uses that are non-conforming
by reason of a variance and buildings and uses that are non-
conforming by reason of pre—ex1st1ng status. In both cases
the buildings and uses are in fact non-conforming. The
reasons why such non-conforming uses or buildings are per-
mitted are immaterial. For that matter, it is immaterial
whether they are permitted or not. What is material is simply
the fact that for whatever reason they are non-conforming

uses and/or buildings.

With respect to the non-conforming use status of each
application, section 48-24 (B) (3) provides that if those
uses are to be continued, the structure or building devoted
to that use may be extended by not more than thirty (30%)
percent. This would apply to both applications.

As that section is written, however, it appears to require
approval of the Zoning Board of Appeals for any such
expansion. Further, certain criteria are set down for the
action of the Zoning Board of Appeals in approving that
expansion. These criteria are set forth in (a) through

(e) of the Law. The references to the ZBA are contained in
sub-paragraph (b) and in the first paragraph of (3) itself.

With respect to the buildings themselves, section 48-25 B.
allows for enlargement of a non-conforming building without
limitation but places the provision that such "enlargement"
may not...increase the degree of...any...non-conformity"”.
Since both applications appear to propose to decrease the

set backs and lot area coverage, it appears that both
applications would, if granted, increase that "non-conformity"
thus ruling out the use of that section in these cases.

In reviewing section 48-24, it seems that the intentions of
the Town Board in enacting this law, and the safe-guarding

of the community might be best served by an amendment to that
law. With respect to section 48-24(B) (3), I suggest that all
references to the "Board of Appeals" should be deleted and that
a new sub-section (f) be added requiring that any such
expansion of a non-conforming use require site plan approval
of the Planning Board and authorizing that Planning Board
specifically to consider the items ennumerated in the

statute and further authorizing the Planning Board to
disapprove a site plan which fails to satisfy any of these
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items or to attach such conditions or make such requlrements
as it deems necessary for the site plan to comply. With
respect to the change of any non-conforming use as set forth
in sections B (1) and (2) I suggest that those matters
properly remain within the jurisdiction of the ZBA. Once a
non-conforming use has been approve, however, it seems

- that -the criteria set forth in sub-section (3) are criteria
" best addressed bythe Plannlng Board in the site plan

approval process and that in .that case requiring an
additional application to the ZBA is wasteful of time, effort,
expense and governmental resources and provides no additional
protection to the community.

As the law presently exists, however, it appears that a
ZBA application will be necessary.

If you have any questions concerning the above, please do
not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

DREW S. KRIEGER, ESQ.
Planning Board Attorney

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E.
Elias D. Grevas, L.S.
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MEMEERS PRESENT:

ALSQO PRESENT:

MR

Ae

SCHILFER:

MR

e

SOUKUP:
November 1l4th,

MR. LANDER:

ROLL CALL:

McCarville
Vanleeuwen
Pacano
Soukup
Lancer
Dubaldi
Schiefer

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

1'a
of the Town of New Windsor Planninc Board to order.

I'11 make a2 motion to accept
199N minutes.

T will

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD

DECEMBER 12, 1999

CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN

JOEN PAGANO

DAN MC CARVILLE

VINCE SOUKUP

CARMEN DUBALDI

RON LEANDECPR

MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING IXNSPECTOR
MARK EDSALL, P.E PLANMNING EOARD ENGINEEPR

ey
NDREW XRIEGER, ESN., PLANNING RORRD ATTY,

like +o call the recular meetinc

the

second it.

2ve
Aye
Aye
Lye
Eve
Ebstain
Eye
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TRADE AUTO SITE PLAN (ZBA REFERRAL) - (90-47) WALSH AVENUE

Mr. William Hildreth of Grevas & llildreth came before the
Board representina this proposal.

‘'MR. HILDRETH: This was here at the last meetina and
there was some discussion about what to call this bhe-

cause of the zoning question. It has a variance for a
use but that variance did not imply any bulk restrictions
and since we didn't have a place to pigeon hole it, we
don't know what bulks to compare it with. Mr. Krieaer
has written a letter that I believe went to Mr. Chairman.
Did you get a chance to read this or--

MR. SCHIEFER: No, I am just looking at it richt now.

MR, SQUKUP: Read it to the Board since none of us have
a cony.

MR. KRIEGER: T can summarize it.
MR. SCHIEFER: 1It's five paces.

MR. SOUKUP: I apolocize, it's in the nackage, excuse

‘me. TI'1ll review it, that's okav.

MR, VAN LEEUWERWR: Where is this piece of oDrooerty?
MR, HILDRETH: It's on Walsh Road.

MR, VAN LEZUWEN: Yho owns 1it?

¥R, HILDRETH: Art Glenn (»honetic), it's Trade ~uto,
it's an auto body.

EPPLICANT: t was J & S Euto Bodv.

¥MR. HILDRETH: Plagenrnc (phonetic) used to own it richt

next to Mic Eudson Oxvcen. ‘hat he wants to do is but
a spray booth in the back, 760 scouare foot addition.

MR. PAGANO: It's an adéition?

MR, HILDRETH: Yes.

1MPR. VAN LEEUWEX: Does he have enouch sethacks?

MR, HILDRETH: That is the whole thinﬁ, we dor't know

what to applv it to because there's nothinc in the
zoning that permits the use because--
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MR. PAGANO: Do you meet all the requlations, the building
itself?

MR. HILDRETH: What reculations, all I have shown here
is what is on the site because I don't know what to
apply it to because it's not permitted in that zone.

We have a variance for use but the Zonina Board back in
1967 or '68 didn't apply any bulks at that time.

MR. KRIEGER: They often don't.
MR. HILDRETH: Rarely do they.

MR. SCHIEFER: Do we have to ao back to the 7Zoning
Board of Appeals on this?

MR. KRIEGER: Yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Let's turn it down and co to the
2oning Board of Appeals.

MR. KRIEGER: My opinion covered three voints. Humber
one, use the tables in a situation like this and 1
don't care whether it's a variance, vou have & similar
one that is a pre-existing nonconformino use. My
first opinion is that it doesn't matter for the nurvposes
I am coing to describe it applies to both. It avplies
to each. Number one, the bulk tables should have three
entries in it as opposecd to the usuzl two. TWhat is=
vermitted in the zone, what exists with a note on the
map as to whv it exists thet way ané what is nronosed
so all he's got to cdo is acé to there what is in the
zone.

¥R, VAN LEEUWEN: We can't approve it the wav it is,
its cot to co to the Zoninc Board of Zpoveals.

MR, KRIEGER: I didn't cet to that vart vex. That is
guestion one. What table does he use. Nuestion two,
the 30% expansion rule that normally applies to variances
you can o in and ask the Zoninag Board of ropeals for
permission to applv to exmand up to 3N% and it's a
special, it's not a variance reguest, it's under that
particular provision of the statute, I lookeéd ai the
statute and it doesn't make anv difference whether it
is or isn't pre-existinc nonconforminag use. If it
doesn't conform and vou want to exwmand, vou co to the
Zoning Board of Appeals,

The third guestion, setbacks ané so forth, =when a

Zoning Board approves a use particularlv it savs vou
can put that building there anéd they don't aonlv anv

-27-
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"bulk tables. Then what they'aré doing is they are sayinag

we approve that building and that lot with those setbacks.
If you are going to go change it, you have to come back
to us and change it so he's got to go to the Zoning Board

,unfortunately I think-it's kind of, it mav be how should

I say, -unfortunately duplicative effort to ao to the

"Zoning Board on ‘somethina that the Planning Board has

to pass site plan approval anyway but that's the wav the

law is currently written. Until and unless it's chanaed,
that is the way it's got to gc.

MR. VAN LECUWEN: I make a motion to approve it subiect.

MR. DUBRLDI: 1I'll second it.

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded to
approve it.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville - No
Mr., VanlLeeuwen No
Mr. Soukup _ No
-Mr. Paganoc No
Mr. Lander No
Mr, Dubaldi Neo

Mr. Schiefer o

!
N
o

|
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

’ ORANGE COUNTY, NY
'@ NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION

. PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: JU-¢7/ parE:QY JAN 199

" apprreant: PRT GLYNW @
7 (%
L8 WALSH AVE rote

NVEW WINSOE NY. 12553 .

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED ab OCT /1990

FOR (PN - SITE PLAN)
rocatep ar  JVIRTHEAST S/DE  WALSH K.

zone___ L

DESCRIPTTON OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 7 prock: / /  ror: 60

SEE _ATIACHED LETTER —MEM D
KOV FB ATI0RNVE Y

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS:

MMWJEZU:G*LL FE L

R



o o PROPOSED OR VARIANCE
REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST

zonge. P T USE

MIN. LOT AREA

MIN. LOT WIDTH

REQ'D FRONT YD

REQ'D SIDE YD.

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD.

REQ'D REAR YD.

REQ'D FRONTAGE

MAX. BLDG. HT.

FLOOR AREA RATIO

MIN. LIVABLE AREA

DEV. COVERAGE

0/S PARKING SPACES

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE Z20NING BOARD SECRETARY AT:

(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD
OF APPEALS.

CC: 2.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER,
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Yy B 'OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
: ORANGE COUNTY, NY |

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION

_ PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: DATE:

APPLICANT:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED

FOR (SUBDIVISION - SITE PLAN)

LOCATED AT

ZONE

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: BLOCK: LOT:

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS:

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN

J‘*,-r-.qu.q-nu---.- “Crara



REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST
zone_ PX  use _A 1S
MIN. LOT AREA 10,000 16296 23604
MIN. LOT WIDTH 150 [eYe) 10
REQ'D FRONT YD Y®) " 51.36 X ~
REQ'D SIDE YD. 45@: g’TS YE -~ %
REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. 40 K16 /] E. Y
REQ'D REAR YD. 20 4.3 ~
REQ'D FRONTAGE MA
MAX. BLDG. HT. - /
FLOOR AREA RATIO . &0 . Y —
MIN. LIVABLE AREA M A - R ——
DEV. COVERAGE NA s % e ——

0/S PARKING SPACES -

PROPOSED OR

VARIANCE

APPLICANT. IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT:
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD

OF APPEALS.

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE

g e e
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TRADE AUTO SITE PLAN (ZBA REFERRAL) - (90-47) WALSH AVENUE

Mr. William Hildreth of Grévas & Hildreth came before the
Board representing this proposal.

MR. HILDRETH: This was here at the last meeting and
there was some discussion about what to call this bhe-
cause of the zoning guestion. It has a variance for a
use but that variance did not imply any bulk restrictions
and since we didn't have a place to pigeon hole it, we
don't know what bulks to compare it with. Mr. Krieger
has written a letter that I believe went to Mr. Chairman.
Did you get a chance to read this or--

MR. SCHIEFER: No, I am just looking at it richt now.

MR. SOUKUP: Read it to the Board since none of us have
a copy.

MR. KRIEGER: I can summarize it.
MR. SCHIEFER: 1It's five paages.

MR. SOQUKUP: I apologize, it's in the package, excuse
me. I'll review it, that's okav.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Where is this piece of nroperty?
MR. HILDRETH: It's on Walsh Road.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Who owns it?

MR. HILDRETH: Art Glenn (phonetic), it's Trade Auto,
it's an auto body. -

APPLICANT: It was J & S Auto Bodv,.

MR, HILDRETH: DPlagenc (phonetic) used to own it riqght
next to Mid Hudson Oxygen. What he wants to do is put
a spray booth in the back, 769 square foot addition.
MR. PAGANO: It's an addition?

MR. HILDRETH: Yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Does he have enouch setbacks?

MR. HILDRETH: That is the whole thing, we don't know

what to applvy it to because there's nothing in the
zoning that permits the use because--

-26-
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MR. PAGANO: Do you meet all the requlations, the building
itself?

MR. HILDRETH: What regulations, all I have shown here
is what is on the site because I don't know what to
apply it to because it's not permitted in that zone.

We have a variance for use but the Zoninag Board back in
1967 or '68 didn't apply any bulks at that time.

MR. KRIEGER: They often don't.
MR. HILDRETH: Rarely do they.

MR. SCHIEFER: Do we have to go back to the Zoning
Board of Appeals on this?

MR. KRIEGER: Yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Let's turn it down and go to the
Zoning Board of Appeals.

MR. KRIEGER: My opinion covered three voints. Number
one, use the tables in . a situation like this and 1
don't care whether it's a variance, you have a similar
one that is a pre-existing nonconforming use. My

first opinion is that it doesn't matter for the vnurposes
I am going to describe it applies to both. It applies
to each. Number one, the bulk tables should have three
entries in it as opposed to the usual two. What is
permitted in the zone, what exists with a note on the
map as to why it exists that way and what is proposed
so all he's got to do is add to there what is in the
zone.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can't approve it the way it is,
its agot to go to the Zonino Board of Apoeals.

MR. KRIEGER: I didn't get to that part yet. That is
question one. What table does he use. AQuestion two,
the . 30% expansion rule that normally applies to variances
you can go in and ask the Zoning Board of Pppeals for
permission to apply to expand up to 30% and it's a
special, it's not a variance request, it's under that
particular provision of the statute, I looked at the
statute and it doesn't make any difference whether it
is or isn't pre-existing nonconformina use. If it
doesn't conform and vou want to exmand, vou go to the
Zoning Board of Appeals.

The third question, setbacks and so forth, when a

Zoning Board approves a use particularly it says you
can put that building there and they don't applv anv

-27-
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bulk tables. Then what they are doing . is they are saying
we approve that building and that lot with those setbacks.
If you are going to go change it, you have to come. back
to us and change it so he's got to go to the Zoning Board
unfortunately I think it's kind of, it may be how should

I say, unfortunately duplicative effort to go to the

Zoning Board on something that the Planning Board has

to pass site plan approval anyway but that's the way the
law is currently written. Until and unless it's changed,
that is the way it's got to go. :

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion to approve it subject.
MR. DUBALDI: I'll second it.

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded to
approve it.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville No
Mr. VanLeeuwen No
Mr. Soukup No
Mr. Pagano No
Mr. Lander No
Mr. Dubaldi No
Mr. Schiefer No
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O
i
3 counly ror e

Lovls :
Poter Gorvisun, Commimiasr
Cowly Evveutive . Richard S, DoTurk, Dopely Canminion:

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLAMNING & DEVELOPMENT
239 L, M or N Report

This proposed action is being reviewed as an aid in coordinating such action betwes
sod amoug govermmental agevcies by bringing pertineat inter—-cossmnity and Countywide cot
siderations to the attentiom of the wunicipal agency baving jurisdictioa.

Referred by _Joun of New Windsor D P & D Referenca Ho.MT 18 91 M
' | County I.D. No. __ % / 1 ;4 60

Applicant __ art Glym
Proposed Actiom: Arga Variance - Bldg. Addition
State, County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review -

Comments: There are no significent inter-commmity or Conty-wide concerns to bring to your atteation.

Related Reviaws aad Permits

County Action: Local Determinatiom X Disapproved Approved

Approved subject to the following wodifications asd/or conditicas:

6/21/91 | f—%},{ﬁ-ﬂ'@gw«—)\
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP.

p.o.T., 0.C.H., O0.C.P., D.P.W., WAPER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW
FORIY: :

The maps and plans for the Site Approval

subdivision ' as submitted by
@'\«zvc.s d} L;QAQG-—Q for the building or subdivision of
'/\;;-C:[SZQ_ @JJ%VQ ' : has been

reviewed by me and is .approved\“// )

.
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INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
Fﬁdﬂﬁ :Towh Fire Insbector
DATE: 30 July 1991

SUBJECT: Trade Auto Site Plan

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-47
DATED: 17 July 1991

FIRE PREVENTION'REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-21-057
A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted
on 30 July 1991.

This site plan is acceptable.

PLANS DATED: 16 July 1991; Revision 2.

Robert F. ﬁodgers;
Fire Inspector

______ - g

RFR:mr
Att.



' , . _ J;wrm;
¢ 0 90- 47
Rev. |

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR ,SANITARY: INSK:
D.0.T., O.C.H., 0.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW

FORM:

The maps and plans for the Site Approval /
' as submitted by

Sude.VJ.S.LOD )
G‘(Q\/AO’ E \‘&L\AQG_KQ for the building or subdivision of

A_QBAQ AFY' has been

reviewed by me and is .approved / - ,

disapproved

2Dppr oveo, please list reason
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o ®  90- 47
| | Reu. 1

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP.
D.0.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW

FORIMM:

as submitted by

The maps and plans for the Site Approval

Subdivision
for the building or subdivision of

— :
/?ﬂﬂégf /‘2276 : has been

a | ,

reviewed by me and is .approved

disapproved

If disapproved, please list reason

2Y SUPZRIRTINDEINT

cc:#.£-



Dcl-r:f_m‘;zn_—ij;a TUE P:1BS MOCGOEY ., HAUSERKEDSALL P . @)

et ' .- RICHARD D.M¢GOEY,PE.
. ¢ e .’ .w'LL‘AM J, HAU‘SER. P.‘.
MAAK J. E0SALL, P.E.

" POSMIY™ brand fax tranci s, o
o d fax transmittal memo 7671 flolpogn >

) ?'Ce..s F;’—.ﬂl

5 - . . B
. &L ‘ Licensed in New York,
Phone 7 . S New Jotsey and Pennsylvania

. ana B
. : X o JFaxe
Nemeown P N : 1
- '—"“-'—"'—---_,____-_
TELEPHONE  (914) 562-£640 ) : -
PORT JERVIS (9% 4) 856-5600

ELLHHMBQABDEQRK&E&&QL
RE.QQBIZQEAEEEARAEQE

'rown OF o) Lliandooe  P/B # -

WORK SESSION DATE: _ /o/2/a0 APPLICANT RESUE.

REAFPEARANCE AT W/8 REQuESTED: _ /b REQUIRED__Z;ézﬁ.”
FROVECT NAME: _ o Jude/ FiZe

PROJECT STATUS: NEW .« OLD _____ :

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: __ (900 Mellwid

TOWN REFS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. _ o

"FIRE INSP. o #Hwhat
ENGINEER __~ _ -
"PLANNER

P/B CHMN.

OTHER (Specify) __ %mL_M_.

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL

w
X
<2
m
w



RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

MCcGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL LemsedinNow Youk
CONSULT'NG ENG'NEERS P.C., New Jersey and Pennsylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

4

PLANNING BOARD HORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE A~

TOWN OF )i - . P/B # -
WORK SESSION DATE: L[ v/ 1990 APPLICANT RESUB

4 ; REQUIRED: 7 j
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED:

PROJECT NAME: L 0 [2uth -

PROJECT STATUS: NEW _ Y= OLD
REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: _ (uf (gr/(;mﬂ
TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. _<

FIRE INSP. XL
ENGINEER -

PLANNER
P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:

i
cdditn. - oxt of non- cmﬁkmd? ﬁfﬁ,ﬁ"
Px—
w& SC of exi b
" _/fz/the/ '
exish L ._)z///( %@A/~ ///‘:,/;'/Q///
— ck u/ﬂszgﬂ,_[\e,u( ﬂs}u,{l,a—ex )
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. RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL )
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. e ey s Panieyivania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9w)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

PLANNING BOARD WORK SE
~ RECORD OF APPEARANCE

TOWN OF _A[EQLM_/)_O/_SQE_
WORK SESSION DATE: ZQ_MQI_IﬂqO

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED:
s

PROJECT NAME: [rad g
PROJECT STATUS: NEW — OLD
REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: 0/1 OL {r{ Can
TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. M

FIRE INSP.

ENGINEER

PLANNER .____

P/B CHMN. __ =
OTHER (Specify)

ITENMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:
2073 D5 ,
lpce poutl § <hy ]
P 2bee /[ lilalofl |
59. [} 85@0 o ned o aeo
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP.,
D.0.T., O.C.H., 0.C.P., D.P.W., $¥ER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW
FORM: : .

The maps and plans for the Site Apprbvai

Subdivision as submitted by
(:j;le&Jbs e—&§mAKSL§>ﬁQ3 for the building or subdivision of
/\’?o\&x GU\X‘-‘\) : ~ has been
~ reviewed by me and is .approved v
P £ ‘I.'U'V'Ed .- .
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“BUILDING INSPECTOR PLANNING BO}\RD ENGINEER FIRB INSPECTOR mm‘fi
p.o.T., 0.C.H., 0.C.P. D.P.W., WATER, SEWER, HIGH’WAY REVIEN
FORIM: ’ .

The maps and plans for the Site Apprbval il

Subdivision __as submitted by
G\@a\/ﬁg omd \—\\\(ggejg for the bu1ld1ng or subdivision of
RO ésf Qm . — has been

rev;ewea by me and is .approved /

clsabprovad ' .

‘If d;sapprovea, Dleaée list reason
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‘TRADEA.PB. . * .

'INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
' DATE: 30 October 1990

SUBJECT; lTréﬁe Auto Site Plan

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-47
DATED: 26 October 1990

'FIRE PREVENTION 'REFERENC‘E NUMBER: FPS-90-096 =

: A review of the above referenced subaect site plan was conducted
on 30 Uctober 19%0.

This site plan is acceptébie.

PLANS DATED: 26 October 1990.

Rober t F Rodger5°
VF1re‘Inspector

RR:mr
Att.-

ECH.E.
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Planhing,Boafd - : (This is a twe-slded form)
Town of New Windsor . ’

555 Union Avenue - ~ e

New windsor, NY 12550

Name of Project' [eADE /407’0-— 5/7’5’ .FLAA( -

Date Received
T ‘Meeting Date
. Public Hearing
) - Action Date
Fees Paid -

APPLICATION FOR SITE pmm, TOT=LINE-CHANCE .

Name of Applicant ;4 LT 61—)’/(//\/ , _Phone 5C2-5483

<Addressé WAL 21# /¢V&gg¢, [9 &th_//gowﬂ— 4/\/ /7'553
(Street o. & Name) (Post Office) (State) . (Zip) :

3.

11.

Owner of Record SAME , Plione . S’AME’

B Address SAME

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) . (State) (Zip)
Person Preparing PlanGeeves 5')‘/1‘9@2’%‘5! - Phone 562'3967

nddress 33 Quassarcy  Ave MNew Wfinowe NY. 12553

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

Attorney ‘ / Phone_
Address____ N : ‘

(Street No.” & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
Location: Oe the A’OET//E'A:‘ST side of WAI—SH“ ﬁoﬁ'@

/,000 % feet Wes7~  (Stree®

of JO,QA/ S recer (Directiop)

. : (Street) - Coe
Acreage of Parcel 0'35 8. Zoning District P I-:
Tax Map Designation: -Section 9 Block__/ Lot 60

This application is for- S7E PW ,4jfﬁav4t; - )4?0/77@‘)
72 EX/synG  BowdiMg

Has the zZoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a
special permit concerning this property?__ . _ YES




- If so, list.éése No. and Name No. v

_ LYCNING S JunE__ (97
12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership
Sectzon Block Lot(s) ’céﬁﬂz;

. Attached heteto is an affidavxt of ownership indicating the dates
the respective holdings of land [were acquired, together with the
“liber ‘and page of each conveyance into the- present owner as
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract
~ owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was
'executed ‘

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP. A list of all
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning

more than five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be
attached.

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT
~(Completion required ONLY if applxcable)

QOUNTY OF ORANGE

. ) . §S.,:
STATE OF NEW YORK

being duly sworn, deposes and says

that he resides at -
in the County of and State of
and that he is {(the. owner in fee) of

(Official Title)

of the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises
descr1bed in the foregoing application and that he has authorized
to make the foregoing
appllcatlon for Speclal Use Approval as described herein.

’

. I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE
'SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHE HERETO ARE TR

Sworn before me thzs
“ (Owner's Sign

_ A0 aay ot _(Mtbu 190
' ‘ (Applicant's Signature)

tary Public : : : (Titl . :

| | ”-’ | ~ Rev. 3-87
RUTH J. EATON ’ i S

Notary Public, State of New York i

Qualified in Orange County

© T No. 4673512 ' 5 o o
Commission Expwes October 31, H.QL o , .




[GRGIECTIO. NUMBER b - 817.21 SEQR

Appendix C
State Environmental Quallt'mow . 9 0 - 4 7
SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM =~ -

For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only _ 0T 26 199
PART |--PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) '
1. APPLICANT /SPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME_+
Aer 6&//\/4! /PADE Avro Ss7E ﬁ;w
3. PROJECT LOCATION; ’
muniooatty _ JOWN o5 N Minosoe couty DRANGE

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, eto., or provide map)
Moeri€ 45T~ 508 0F faesw Loap, /000 ‘'t wesT oF So At Srecer

Tax Mar Secrmon 7 5&0&# / Lor &O

8. 1S PROPOSED ACTION
New D Expansion D Modmcnlonllllonuon

6. DESCRIBE Pawsgf BAEFLY: 40 S¢. AT ADO/TIoN) TO EX/STIVG ,furomoT? ve
EEPr/~- SHOf

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED;
Initlally 0.3 aores Ultimately 0. 38 acres |
8. WILL PROPOSED ON COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?

DYol No it Mo, describe briefly Pﬂp‘ 5]/57{#6’ MOA/—' CDNF{OFM/A/G 05'5

ls PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF'PROJECT? /
IMuWM Commercial D Agriculture D Park/Forest/Open space Other

M A FACTURING / fmm

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPHOVAL. OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AOENGY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL)? v
Yu One yes, list agency(s) and permit/spprovals

/ow/v oF /V Ew l«/wosme/ Zoring- ,504,60 ofF /4?/’6/%5

-

11. ES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
Yes INo - if yus, list agency name and permitiapproval 72\4//\/ oF /(/fkl ((//NDSl’ﬁ Zouw&

fom o0F Rfperrs — USE vmeowcc ERANTED JuwE /7/ /2e7

12, AS A RESULT Z(ﬁomso ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL Rzoume MODIFICATION?
Yos .

IOERTIFYTHATTHEINFOR“ATION PROVIDEDASOVEISTRUETOTHE BESTOFMYKNOWLEDGE

pu““u. ‘ )lﬂf él’yﬂﬂ/ ~ V i i i Date: Z_@M |
e (L

If the action Is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the
Coastal 'Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment
OVER
1




PART fl— ' 'RONMENTAL ~SSESSMENT (7o be comple’ad by Agency) ‘ R
ADOEBMYIMEXO&EDMYTYWMWGNYOMPMTG‘Y.‘N umo‘uunmwummwu»mw;
Clves Owno
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 8 NYORR, PART 617.67 uuamm
may be superseded by anothar involved agency, ) .
Oves Owo
C. couu:muoumtmmvmveasesrrmmmmmsmmmuml
. C1. Existing alr quality, surface or groundwaler quality or quaniity, nolse levels, cxisting traffic patterns, solid MMum
mmwmmamummwmm .

e mmm.mm«mmmf@ummwgwmqmwammmm
C3. Vagetation of fauna, fish, shellfish or wiidiife species, significant habitats, of treatensd or endangered woecies Explaln brielly: .,
ca. Aeo@muﬁ:zycoxuunqplmugous uomclanyad;)ptod.otthmﬂhMﬂmqw&mmwmm‘
?6. QGrowth, subsequent development, or related utlmlof fikely to be Induoed by the proposed action? Exphh le.:
C8. Long term, short term, cumuiative, or other effects not identified ln.clw Explain beielty,

C7. Other impacts (including changes In use of either quantity of type of energy)? Expialn briefly,

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE UKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY REMTEDTOMENTMLADVERSEWALWM
Clves Ono. e, expiain briefly

PART Ill—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise significant.
Each effoct should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (Le. urban or rural); (3 probabllity of ocourring; (o) duration; ()
Irreversibllity; (s) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude, If nacessary, add attachments or -eference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contaln sufficient detall to show that all relevant ndmo impacts have be¢n identifled and adequately addressed,

O check this box If you have identified one or more potentlally large or significant adverse lmpaota which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.
[ZJ Check this box If you have determined, based on the information ard analysls above and any - supporung
documentation, that the proposed action WILL-NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Wame of Tead Ageay
—F7lnt or Type Name ol Responsible Officer tn Lead Agency ~Titde of Responsible ORCer .
Signatwre of Respoasible Offices i Lead Agency : ’ Wmm
Dats
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PROXY STATEMENT

- for submittal to the

TOWN_OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Ceeeloon BTN .., deposes and says that “he
resides at gv"/ Liver ﬁonpﬂ L/ww&'ag
(Owner's Address)

in the County of . DUTCH‘ESS

and State of /\/ﬁw J/oﬁK

and that he is the owner in fee of 74)( /ﬂA{ 565770” ?
| ﬁwai [ Lo O

\
which is the premises described in the foregoing application and

) .
that he has authorizedé[e’\(és '? /%ogew 74.52 FC,

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

pate: 2 Ay B q0 - /»»/A/ M

(Owner s Signa re)

i . (Wltness ! gxg’%ature)




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR_ PLANNING BOARD

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST

IIE!!
1. 1te Plan Title
2. Appllcant s Name(s)
3.7, pplicant's Address(es)
4, ite Plan Preparer's Name
5. 5Zglte Plan Preparer s Address 32. 4
6.1 raw1ng and Revision Dates
7._ x2" Box for approval 33.
Stam . 34
8. REA MAP INSET 35.
9. te Designation 36
10._ ropertles Within 500 Feet 37
“of Site

11 /i/A Property Owners (Item #10)

2. 7;1.0T PLAN

3.77#8ca1e (1 = 50' or lesser)
4. / Metes and Bounds

15. « zoning Designation

16. 5:§orth Arrow

17. . butting Property Owners
18. Existing Building Locations
19. / Bxisting Paved Areas

20 w/A Existing Vegetation

21.'/ Existing Access & Egress

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

22 . N4/4 Landscaping

23. Exterior Lighting

24, Screening

25, Access & Egress

26. Parking Areas

27. Loading Areas

28, Paving Details
(Items 25-27)

29./4Curbing Locations
30. £LCurb1ng Through

Section

T 26 10

90 -

31.MA catch Basin Locations

Section

Storm Drainage

torage

Catch Basin Through

Other Outdoor Storage
. Area Lighting
. Sanitary Disposal Sys.

38 . /A Water Supply/Fire

Y
. gRefuse ]

ydrants

39. uilding Locations

40.;% Building Setbacks

41 . y/A Front Building
Elevations

42 .)/4 Divisions of Occupancy

43.y/4 Sign Details

44.7 BULK TABLE INSET

45. y Property Area (Nearest

//goo sg. ft.)

46. v/ Building Coverage (sq.
ft.)

47. / Building Coverage (%
of Total Area)

48.  Pavement Coverage (Sq.
Ft.)

49. Pavement Coverage (%
of Total Area)

50 __Open Space (Sgq. Ft.)

.___Open Space (% of Total

Area)

52.N/4 No. of pParking Spaces

uired.

osed.
53.»/% No. of Parking
Req

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval.

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:

The Site Plan has been prepared in accordance with this checklist
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinances, to the best

knowledge.

Rev. 3-87 Date: 2¢

. Wil

Licensed

rofessiona

Otk 1990

"50

47
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